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Public Meeting



4 BPA doesn’t allow trees to grow to height within clearance limits. (Probably
more economical to keep cleared.) EIS should address maintaining vegetation
to clearance limit — say come in and top once a year. Weigh environmental
impacts to cost. Or have taller towers to allow vegetation to grow taller.

5 I suggest you excerpt some items out of Vegetation Management EIS into this
EIS, since many people don’t have time to go through numerous documents.

6 Going through watershed is a special situation that calls for special measures;
you can’t use standard practices.

7 BPA’s estimate of 1.5 miles of new access roads: Is that based on general
assumptions or actual field review?

8 Are there conditions that you would use helicopters to install towers rather
han driving to sites?

1 What clearance criteria do you use over trees?

2 You should be able to figure how tall towers need to be to have adequate
clearance (and) be able to keep trees in right-of-way.

3 EIS needs more detail describing where trees can be left in gorges — maybe
just cutting on banks.  Because in these areas, there may be adequate
clearance.



9 Purpose of the project is not substantiated in the Draft EIS.

10 There are no studies (power-flow) in the document to substantiate the need
statement.

11 Can we provide the power-flow studies for review? WSCC cases.

12 Why isn’t there a public meeting being held in Seattle?

13 The project hardly affects the people of Maple Valley and affects the people
of Seattle much more.

14 Do we send power out of the state?

15 Agree with preferred alternative since it is the least disruption to the
watershed itself. The routes avoiding the watershed are twice as long and
have greater impact to residences. (Ravensdale)

16 Why doesn’t the DEIS address the actual clearing anticipated? It is much too
general.



22 Reducing or minimizing impacts is not adequate mitigation.

23 DEIS ignores cumulative effects of building the line through the forest and
watershed.

24 You need to replace right-of-way acreage taken out of forest production. Low
elevation forests are disappearing. Just because you haven’t replaced acreage
in the past, that’s not a good enough reason not to start now.

25 Will we see, in the near future, retrofitting old double-circuits to single-
circuit with greater separation between lines? That would be a huge impact.

26 As reliability standards change over time, so do mitigation requirements
(replace areas permanently lost).

27 If you remove 150 acres of mature forest, you should replace with same, or
multiplier of 150 acres for immature forestland.

17 Why do you need a new corridor? Why can’t you use existing towers?

18 If the existing Kangley-Echo Lake line were taken down to rebuild a new
double-circuit line, how long would it be out of service? (Answer: 6-8
months.)

19 Why can’t you build the new line immediately adjacent to the existing line so
you don’t have to clear a whole new right-of-way?

20 NERC:  Is this an advisory or regulatory group?

21 Is BPA buying replacement land for the wetlands it is impacting?



28 There are some of us who want to pay for quality and full mitigation.

29 You have eliminated alternatives outside of watershed, without providing a
full analysis in the DEIS, thereby limiting your alternatives. The DEIS doesnl
provide the relative impact of the off-watershed routes, it just simply states
that a number of people didn’t want this (Ravensdale) route.

30 Why were the alternatives for Rocky Reach-Maple Valley (rebuilt double-
circuit, or new parallel line) dismissed?

31 What about the option of building new generation facilities?



35 You cross both Cedar and Raging rivers, plus several tributaries. (Raging
river has salmon, Cedar River will have salmon.) You need to look to see how
tall towers need to be to keep full riparian habitat intact along river
crossings. EIS only lists 135-ft. tall towers.

36 What is minimum clearance for the 500-kV line?

37 I’m assuming the route alternatives are not going to change (east or west) of
routes identified.

38 How am I going to be treated by BPA since your new line will take out my
house and barn?

32 Shouldn’t the system be evaluated on efficiency rather than economics in
regard to delivering power?

33 What about Echo Lake to Monroe? Do you have the same situation as for
this project?   (This is another example of cumulative affects.)

34 What was the purpose of alternatives 5a, 4b and 2?



39 Will the appraiser be looking at damages outside the right-of-way?

40 When you put in the new line, you will devalue my house located on the
west side of the line.

41 Who will decide the final alternative?

42 Can we use super-conducting conductors?

43 Are there any plans for future expansion east or west of the project area?

44 Where BPA removed lines (230-kV) on the Columbia-Covington right-of-
way, would BPA ever build new lines in this right-of-way? When?

45 Could BPA’s public involvement office publish in newspaper a yearly
statement that BPA’s rights-of-way are not public rights-of-way?



46 At one time BPA put in a gate for us, but vandals cut it down repeatedly —
costing BPA too much money to maintain the gate at this location.

47 Are you bringing in lines from the east, or just tapping the new line into the
existing lines?

48 Where are the new towers going to be placed in relation to the existing
towers?

49 The Ravensdale alternative would have affected “many more owners,” but it
is unfortunate that it has to affect other private individuals.

50 The preferred route has much less impact to residential properties than the
Ravensdale route would have, although it is too bad that two houses and a
barn are impacted.

51 It makes sense that the preferred route has less impact to timber, and
requires fewer roads.  Also this route would probably have less chance of
having to condemn to acquire properties.

52 What about 30 years from now? Will a project like this come up again?

53 Where are the power sources that serve the power to this area?



54 How does BPA use growth-rate study information collected by boring
trees?

55 The DEIS is unclear about how much area is actually being cleared of
trees, 150 ft. vs. up to 400 ft.

56 Vegetation will rapidly invade areas cleared of timber.  How will BPA
manage the right-of- way?

57 What information do you have on wildlife kills related to transmission lines
(raptors)?

58 Does BPA keep records of bird kill found along right-of-way?

59 Since groundwire can have a detrimental impact on migratory birds, can
you do without ground wire on this project? (Note: overhead ground wire
can be marked.)

60 I recognize the need for power, but the preferred alternative is much less
traumatic than an alternative like the Ravensdale route.

61 Any way to underground the line?

62 This project affects the folks in Seattle more than it does those in Maple
Valley, so why are you holding the meeting in Maple Valley instead of Seattle?


